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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 09/1 0/2007, with respect to claims 1 , 2, 7 and 8 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In re pages 5-6, applicants argue with respect to claims 1 and 2 that 
there is nothing in the Vantalon reference that discloses a first storage location 
coupled to the media encoder and structured to buffer an encoded media stream 
and a second storage location structured to store encoded data retrieved from 
the interface. 

Vantalon clearly discloses a first storage location (46) coupled to the 
media encoder (48, ATM encoder) and structured to buffer an encoded media 
stream (see column 7, lines 10-17). 

Vantalon also discloses a second storage location (36) structured to store 
encoded data retrieved from the interface (see column 5, lines 25 - 51 ). The 
reference taken as a whole also discloses another storage location (28, 
removable smart card) structured to store encoded data retrieved from the 
interface (72, smart card interface) (see column 6, lines 57 - 65 and column 7, 
lines 28 - 36). 

Buffer (46) stores data received from the set-top box (see column 7, lines 
12-17) which is data from a media stream. 
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It is clear from the above explanations that Vantalon clearly discloses both 
storage locations in the claimed concept. 

. In re pages 8-9, applicant argues with respect to claim 7 that there is 
nothing in the Vantalon reference that discloses a controller coupled to the media 
encoder and to the storage location, the controller structured to accept a 
command from the media encoder after the encoded media stream is stored in 
the storage location. 

Vantalon clearly discloses a controller (17, conditional access module) 
coupled to the media encoder (48) and to the storage location (46), the controller 
structured to accept a command from the media encoder after the encoded 
media stream is stored in the storage location (see column 5, lines 31 - 51 and 
column 7, lines 15-20). 

Vantalon clearly discloses a controller that teaches the claimed concept. 
2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 7 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims land 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Vantalon et al (US 7,216,358 B1). 

As to claim 1, Vantalon discloses a television system (see column 3, lines 66 - 
67), comprising: 

a media encoder (48) having an input for accepting an incoming video media stream 
(see column 7, lines 10 - 16); 

a first storage location (46) coupled to the media encoder and structured to buffer 
an encoded media stream (see column 7, lines 16 - 17) ; 

a processor (42) structured to generate signals to copy portions of the buffered 
media stream to an interface for removable media (28) (see column 7, lines 33 - 35) ; 

a second storage location (36) structured to store encoded data retrieved from 
the interface (see column 5, lines 19-30 and column 7, lines 24-27); and 

a decoder (33) coupled to the second storage location and structured to deliver 
an outgoing video stream (see column 5, lines 19 - 23). 

As to claim 2, Vantalon discloses the television system of claim 1 wherein the 
interface comprises a slot structured to hold a PCMCIA card (see column 6, lines 57 - 
59 and column 7, lines 35 - 36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3, 4, 5 - 6 and 9 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Vantalon in view of Hong et al (US 2002/0039245 A1). 

As to claim 3, Vantalon discloses the television system of claim 1 but does not 

disclose wherein the interface is structured to hold more than one removable media 

simultaneously. 

Hong discloses wherein the interface is structured to hold more than one 
removable media simultaneously (see [36] and [40]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have an interface structured to hold more than one removable 
media simultaneously taught by Hong to the apparatus of Vantalon to expand the 
storage capacity of the device (see [003]). 

As to claim 4, Hong discloses the television system of claim 1 wherein the 
interface comprises a set of pins structured to connect to a removable media item to the 
processor (laptop) (see [35] and [36]). 

As to claim 5, Hong discloses the television system of claim 3 wherein the 
interface comprises: 

a first set of pins (222a) structured to connect a first piece of removable media to 
the processor (see [36]); and 

a second set of pins (222b) structured to connect a second piece of removable 
media to the processor (see [36]). 
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As to claim 6, Hong discloses the television system of claim 5 wherein at least 
one of the pins from the first set connects to a same input of the processor as at least 
one of the pins from the second set (see [36]). 

Grounds for rejecting claims 3 - 6 apply for claims 9-12 respectively in its 
entirety. 

8. Claims 7 - 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vantalon in view of Bezzant et al (US 6,014,717) and Sheu et al (US 2004/0244054 
A1). 

As to claim 7, Vantalon discloses a television (TV) (13) [an audio/video system] 
(see column 5, lines 35 - 38), comprising: 

a media encoder (48) having an input for accepting a media stream (see column 
7, lines 10-16), and having a control input (17) for accepting a command to encode 
the media stream (see column 7, lines 17 - 20); 

a storage location (46) coupled to the media encoder and structured to buffer an 
encoded media stream(see column 7, lines 16- 17); 

a controller (17) coupled to the media encoder and to the storage location, the 
controller structured to accept a command from the media encoder after the encoded 
media stream is stored in the storage location (see column 5, lines 38 - 51 and column 
7, lines 17-20); 
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a processor (42) structured to generate signals to copy portions of the buffered 
media stream to the interface when removable media (28) is coupled to the interface 
(see column 7, lines 33 - 35). 

an interface (72) for connecting said removable media (28) to said controller (42) 
(see column 6, lines 57 - 65, fig. 4, fig. 5 and column 5, lines 31 - 51). 

Vantalon does not disclose a detector structured to detect presence of removable 
media coupled to an interface of the controller and a slot in said TV for holding at least 
one removable recording media. 

Bezzant discloses a detector (108) structured to detect presence of removable 
media coupled to an interface of the controller (see column 5, lines 2 - 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added a detector taught by Bezzant to the device of 
Vantalon to improve the speed and efficiency of the system (see column 1, lines 25 - 
30). 

Vantalon in view of Bezzant does not disclose a slot in said TV for holding at 
least one removable recording media. 

Sheu discloses a slot (14. memory card slot) in said TV for holding at least one 
removable recording media (see r008l and r0151). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added a slot in said TV for holding at least one removable 
recording media as taught by Sheu to the apparatus of Vantalon in view of Bezzant to 
reduce the number of entangled electric wires, reduce space and to provide a television 
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having a high added value so that users need not to additionally purchase a card reader 
or an optical disc player, hence accomplishing the advantage of a lower cost (see [003] 
and [007]). 

As to claim 8, Vantalon discloses the system of claim 7 wherein the interface 
(70) (see column 6, line 59) comprises a slot structured to hold a PCMCIA card (see 
column 7, lines 35 - 36). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US 6,01 6,402 discloses removable disk drives. 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Oluwaseun A. Adegeye whose telephone number is 
571-270-1711. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 - 5:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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